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and Development. -Not one of the depart-
ments mentioned will be charged with a
deficit. Only the Post Office. It has an
R and D budget of $20 million and it is ex-
pected to get most of it back. That the
postal service serves socially and economi-
cally valuable ends seems largely self-evident.
That rates increases alone cannot create the
added value necessary if we are to survive
in this fast-moving world should be equally
as self-evident.

CLEAR COMMUNICATIONS HELP TO ELIMINATE
MISUNDERSTANDINGS

When Marcont, discoverer of radio, was
asked “Is there a standard by which we can
measure the progress of mankind?’ he re-
plied, “There is a two-fold measure—the de-
crease in labor, and the increase in commu-
nications, which eliminates space, and
eliminates misunderstanding.” To attempt
to calculate to the cent, the value of postal
communication and to secure each year the
revenues to meet exactly the cost, is the
height of national self-deception.

Postmaster General Lawrence O'Brien,
speaking before the National Association of
Postmasters In Louisville, Kentucky on Sep-
tember 29, 1966, said: “Certainly the time
must come when the scope and quality of
service, and not extraneous factors will ulti-
mately determine our operating revenues.
We are and should be a public service. We
eannot operate under the iron law of the
balance sheet. Whal we are doing is too
important. Our profits, and 1 firmly believe
there has never been a year when the Post
Ofice Department did not produce a real
social profit; are often unseen, They are in
terms, not of dollars, but in the enormous
national benefit that comes from good mail
communications.”

The wise course would be to deal with post-
age rates on a permanent stabilized basis,
rather than through makeshift attempts to
meet unusual conditions. There will always
be some adjustments needed to equalize
postage rates and charges for special services,
but every change should meet this test!
«Will 1t mean better service and a better so-
clety for a gréater number of Americans?”

The postal service Is-every bit as vital to
the total functioning of this country as is
the development of good roads . . . the con-
quest of space . . . or the dredging of har-
bors. Such enterprises, and I could cite
hundreds more, are undertaken for social
purposes, and the resultant economic wel-
fare of our citizens is not measured on a
basis of recovery of costs, but on benefits to
soclety. We need to begin providing 21st
Century mail service, not 19th Century mail
service, The communications wave of the
future will swamp present Post Office facili-
‘ties unless we take Immediate steps to greatly
expand and improve them., But it is hardly
likely under present limitations that the Post
Office can pick up the tab for the expansion
that 1s unavoidable.

In order to get public acceptance and
Congressional support for a dynamlc postal
system, theére must be a real selling campaign
through which the American people could
better realize the magnitude and unexcelled
efficiency of our present postal service—
and how much greater it could be with a
proper understanding of its true role, Every
citizen should recognize that the soclial and
economic values generdted by the Postal
System are greater than the ability of the
user to pay for such a service.

Says Morton 8. Baratz in “The Economics
of the Postal Service;” “The problem Is not
that the public is uninformed, but that it is
ill-informed, To put it less graciously, an
altogether too large part of what is popu-
larly retailed about the postal problems ls
half-truth at best, utterly wrong at worst.”
Mr. Baratz continues: “There never has been
a real and effective attempt to sell the Postal
Service to the public.” The Postal Service as
it stands in the face of all it has to over-

come 18 a marvel of human achievement and
the acme of efficient cooperafion for a nohle
purpose. From pioneer beginnings to the
present day, this continuing American insti-
tution has made a greater service contribu-
tion than any other.”

Just as reaching the moon 1s a challenge
that has excited the public’s mind and
spirit, so must we be excited about the es-
tablishment of new horizons for the postal
system. Just as the Apollo program is al-
ready looking with confidence to developing
the capability of voyaging to the limits of
outer space, so must we lock to daring con-
cepis for the Post Oflice.

It will take money, but money is the least
of it. The American people have always had
the mind and the spirlt to back their de-
sire for improvement with all they owned.
The people will back the Post Office if you
will. Not Congress, not the Administration,
not the Post Office Department . . . but only
you and you and we the people are responsl-
ble for the kind of Post Office we have,
You only get the kind of Post Office you de-
serve.

When someone asks you “What Is Hap-
pening To The Postal Service” tell him not
snow, nor rain, nor gloom of night stays these
couriers from the swift completion of their
appointed rounds, but only foulty national
bookkeeping and the failure to ignite the
national will.
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Mr. EVINS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, the current discussion in official quar-
ters in Washington, in the Congress, and
by informed citizens throughout the Na-
tion concerning the advisability and
feasibility of the United States estab-
lishing an antimissile system is consid-
ered vital because it conceivably could
relate to the future of our civilization.

In this connection, the Nashville Ban-
ner a daily newspaper published in-
Nashville, Tenn., recently published a-
provocative editorial entitled, “On Anti-
ballistic Issue, JCS Judgment Outweighs
McNamara.”

This editorial, I believe, is deserving
of careful consideration. I ask unani-
mous consent that the same be reprinted
in the Appendix of the RECORD.

The editorial follows:

. ON ANTIBALLISTIC ISSUE, JCS JUDGMENT
OuTweicHS MCNAMARA’S

Gen. Earle G. Wheeler, chalrman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, brought out into the
open Sunday—where it belongs—the JCS dis-~
agreement with Defense Secretary Robert S.
McNamara on an anti-ballistic missile sys-
tem as protective of American cities. The
military authorities want it. The civillan
secretary does not.

It hag been a running m‘gument since the
Nike-X was introduced as an idea, and be-
came an issue within the Pentagon. At that
level it has beern a contest between fact and
theory; the fact being that on the short end
of protection In any ballistic missile race,
America would be in peril, and Mr, McNa-
mara’s theory being that we should cope with
1t instead by prevaillng on the Russians to
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sort of butt accounts and not engage in any
more competing in this particular. Besides,
he says, the cost of such a system could run
from $5 billion to $40 billlon, which he
doesn't think the nation can “afford.”

What the nation cannot afford is any de-
fensze gamble that could result in annihila-
tion of ANY U.S. city or citles—the cost of
which could be in the multiplied billions,
and countless lives. '

Secretary McNamara has not proven
himself to be an expert in military evalua-
tion, strategic and tactical decisions. These
do not lend themselves to Whiz Kid manip-
ulation at the computer keyboard. Yet he
has disputed a base point of national secur-
ity and defense urgently recommended as
vital by men possessed of a military knowl-
edge matching their responsibility.

If it should turn out that the Sec-Def is
right in this argument (and the Joint Chiefs
wrong) the taxpayers would have to pick up
in the long haul an added bill estimated at
$5 billion to $40 billion—an imprecise cal-
culation, of considerable latitude between
its two extremes.

But if the Joint Chiefs are right—and Mr.
McNamara wrong-—the cost of foregoing this
anti-missile system could be in the hundreds
of billions; with few, if any, left to pick up
the pieces and put a demolished America
together again. In the analysis of military
need, for securlty and survival, the national
preference is for enlightened military
judgment.

By the same token, the fighting of a war—
its strategic and tactical decisions; the op-
eration for victory—are for capable military
determination. The McNamara record does.
not shine in any particular of off-side signal
calling.

A mounting crescendo of public sentiment
demands swift and telling action to win
the war In Vietnam; with intensified bomb-
ing of enemy territory favored, to end it in
victory in the quickest time possible. That
fact reflects in enlarged operations—alr, sea,
and land—building to a new peak of sus-
tained assault. It accords with the instinc-
tive desire of the men, and their command,
in that field, to win it. Procrastination and
indecisiveness are not of the military making.

President Johnson is right in the decision
obviously reached to take off the brakes and
press that drive to victory—aware finally that
there 1s no other avenue to a genuine yﬁeace
negotiation. The message thus conveyed to
the enemy is that America means business;
with no Nervous Nellieism concerning the
impact of that message on Hanol's partners
in aggression, including Red China. It is the
only way of reasonably assuring that the -
sacrifice to date in Vietnam will not have
been in vain,

America néeds the same realistic decision
with regard to vital particulars of defense at
home—among them. the anti-missile system;
long on the drawing board but shore on ful-
fillment while Russia has built—and is build-
ing—its own. The Soviet evidently believes
it can “afford” that defense system, and ls
doing 1t.

The United States can provide whatever it
takes for maximum security. The most
abundantly productive land on earth can
afford the investment which informed au-
thorities deem essenttal. What it cannot af-
ford is operation dilly-dslly while the known
enemy prepares; nor suspension of research
while that enemy, with or without treaty
violation, engages in unlimited nuclear and
missile experiment.

What ‘America cannot afford, further, is a
programs of extravagance for non-essentials;
the absurdities of which are compounded
even as such key volces as Secretary Me-
Namara's intone that we can’t “afford” the
Nike-X.

Embellishing the “Great Society” concept,
at a growing cost of dollar-billions, isn't
nearly as important as defenses to agsure the
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survival of any civilized society. And the
snowballing global handout confains other
billions that could better be used to protect
America from recognized foreign threats.

The Joint Chiefs are not proposing to pass
on these particulars of domestic policy. They
have pointed out where the foreseeakle dan-
ger is, and prescribed a common sensc device
for meeting it.

They are discharging an obligation in
declining to knuckle under—where a security
conviction is at stake in this arzument
within the Fentagon. General Wheeler ren-
dered a service in clarifying the lssue before
the country.

Two Maryland GI’s Die in Vietnam

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

- HON. CLARENCE D. LONG

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, Marcir 13, 1967

Mr, LONG of Maryland. Mr. Speaker,
L.Cpl. Harold T. Vaught, of Cherry Hill,
and Sp4c. Russell W. Dickens, of Piney
Point were recently killed in combat in
Vietnam, and I wish ‘both to commend
their courage and to honor their memory
by including the following newspaper ar-
ticles in the REcorp:

Two MorE MARYLAND GI’s ARE KILLED IN
VietTNAM WAR

Two servicemen from Maryland were killed
Tuesday in the Vietnam war, the Defense
Department reported yesterday,

Lance Cpl. Harold T. Vaught, 20, a Marine
Corps draftee, was killed by shrapnel from
an enemy “explosive device” while on patrol
in Quang Ngai province, according to the
Pentagon. -

His parents, Mr. .and Mrs. Walter B.
Vaught, of 729 Roundview road, Cherry Hill,
said he had recently written that Vietnam
was “nothing but fighting and killing.”

LOYAL TO CORPS

The marine’s mother said her son wrote
her that “he’d rather be in hell.”

But, Mrs. Vaught added, he was always
loyal to the Marine Corps.

Corporal Vaught, 2 graduate of Southern
High School, wrote in his last letter than
“he didn't think he’d make it back,” accord~
ing to his mother,

Mrs. Vaught said her son was drafted and
volunteered to do his two years in the Ma-
ritte Corps. He expected to be discharged in
July.,

Besides his parents, Corporal Vaught is
survived by two younger sisters, Rits Mar-
lene and Patricla Ann Vaught, and by his
great-grandmother who lives with the fam-
ily, Mrs. Ida Conway.

BEENLISTED FOR VIETNAM

The other Marylander killed in action was
Spec. 4 Russell W. Dickens, 23, an Army
draftee who served a tour of duty in Ger-
many and then reenlisted to go to Vietnam.

Specialist Dickens was the son of Mr. and
Mrs. James Dickens, of Piney Point, St.
Marys county.

The soldier's father, a waterman, said his
son “liked Vietnam all right"” but was both-
ered by the heat, which sometimes was as
high as 115 degrees.

Specialist Dickens was graduated from
Great Mills High School in St. Marys county.
His family said he planned to be a career
soldier.

He had been in Vietnam about six weeks
before he was killed, according to the family.

Speclalist Dickens is survived by his par-
ents and by nine brothers and sisters.
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His sisters a'e: Mrs. Elizabeth Barnes, of
Weshington; Mrs., Elaine Frederick, of Abell,
St. Marys courty; Mrs., Mary Alice Stewart,
and Mrs, Cecilla Young, both of Leonard-
town, Marylanc.

Brothers su-svilving are: Frandis, Paul,
Ernest and Janes Dickens, Jr., all of Piney
Point; and Vincent Dickens, of Norfolk.

House 3ays “No” to Pow?ll
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. DONALD RUMSFELD

OF ILLINOIS )
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mondcy, March 13, 1967

Mr. RUMSFELD. Mr. Speaker, I wish

to bring to the attention of the Members
of the House an excellent ediforial in
the Chicago Sun-Times of March 3, 1967,
which presents an objective view of the
action taken by the House of Representa~
tives with respect to Representative-elect
Adam C. Powell. This editorial follows:
House £avs “No” 1o PowELL

The House or Representatives has voted,
307 to 116, to execlude Rep. Adam Clayton
Powell (D-N.Y.). The action indicates the
willingness of “he House to antagonlze his
Harlem constituency and to face a possible
impasse if he is re-elected—a situation which
could have been avoided if the Congressmen
had accepted the carefully conslidered pun-
ishment prescrised by a special investigating
committee. But the House obvigusly did
not consider lo:s of seniority, a $40,000 fine
and censure s¢vere enough to match the
charge of misappropriated federa! funds.

The House was within its rights to vote
for exclusion. Article 1, Sectlon b, of the
U.S. Constitution says, “Each house shall
be the judge of the election returns and
qualifications of 1ts own members.” C. Her-
man Pritchett, professor of political science
at the University of Chicago and. a noted
authority on tte Constitution, wrote In his
book “The American Constitution,” “Un-
der this power, either house can in effect
enforce additicaal qualifications by refus-
ing to seat any duly elected member.”

Pritchett points out that individual con-
gressman have been disqualified on several
grounds. The House refused to s2at a Utah
polygamist in 1100, Victor L. Berger of Wis-
consin, a Socialist, was refused his seat by
the House in 1919, because of his conviction
under the Esplinage Act for opoasing the
war. Berger was re-elected by his constitu-
ents. He was a;zain denied his seat. Before
he was re-elected for a third time: the Su-
prerme Court reversed his conviction and the
House then seated him. Almost 4 decade
later, the Senate refused to seat Frank L.
Smith of Illincis and William 8. Vare of
Pennsylvania, because of scandals in connee-
tion with their campaign funds. Pritchett
says, “There wculd seem to be no- possihle
judicial recourse against such Iegislative
decisions.” :

The argument: that Powell is being pun-

ished because he is a Negro is fdllacious.

Careful investigations showed Powell’s be-
havior to have been unigue in the degree
of its arrogance and abuses. Nor: can his
brazen defiance of the courts o7 his own
state be condcned. Powell’s subsequent
demonstration of unconcern about his con-
duet was hardly the act of a contrite man,
The odds are that the House probably suf-
fered Powell’s wgrogance and misdeeds as
long as it did because of a reluclance to
mov2 against a Negro. Had Powell been
in another branch of governmens, .or even
in private busiress, hls punishment might

March 13, 1967

have been swifier in coming. He might have
been indicted on criminal charges. Powell
brought this;upon himself. His race should
have noth'ng to do with the case, although
some House members may have voted
agalnst hira for thas reason.

Powell Lag sald he will take his case to
the courts. That is his privilege and right,
a8 It is his right to say in his defense that
hé is probably not the only congressman
who has violated the rules and the law. If
there are others Congress should uncover
and judge thern, as Powell has been judged.

Silver Star Rtscipient From Hawaii Loses
Life in Vietnam Battle

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. 5PARK M. MATSUNAGA

; OF XAWAII
IN THE HOUSE CF REPRESENTATIVES
Mondey, March 13, 1967

Mr. MATSUNAGA. Mr. Speaker, it is
with sadngss in my heart that I rise to
pay tribute: to a brave young Hawail
soldier who hzs made the supreme sacri-
fice for his country, Army Sergeant Ed-
ward N. Eaneshiro, who last week gave
up his life in: Vietham.

Sergeant Kaneshiro, the 78th Island
man killed in Vietnam, was recommended
last January for the highest award which
a grateful Natlon can bestow on its mili-
tary herocs-—the Medal of Honor. His
intrepidity ib the previous action has al-
ready been recognized by the award of
the Silver Star, and I believe my col-
leagues will want to take special note of
an erticle which appeared in the Hono-
lulu Advertiser on March 9, 1967, telling
of Sergeant Kaneshiro’s courageous ex-
ploits whilz under fire.

To the family cf this fallen soldier, I
extend heartfelt condolences over their
great loss. The Nation, too, is saddened
by the loss:of this decorated fighting
man. o

The news article concerning Sergeant
Edward N. Kaneshiro, Hawaii’s brave
combat so.dier, is respectfully submitted
for inclusion in the CoONGRESSIONAL
RECORD:

Hawarr SoLoisR KILLED IN COMEAT
8/8gt. Bdward N. l{aneshiro, recommended
in January “or tae Medal of Honor, was killed
Monday in Vietnam, the Army said last night,

The Army. saic. only that 38-year-old Kane-
shiro died of gunshot wounds. No other de-
talls were avaflable. He was the 78th Island
man killed :in V.etnani.

Sgt. KanesHiro leaves a wife, four small
children ani his mother, all living on Oshu.

He was a member of C Company, 1st Bat-
talion, 9th Cava.ry, 1st Cavalry Division (Air
mobile). He had been in the Army eight
years. :

Sgt. Kaneshira was home on rest and re-
cuperation leave In December, but told his
family nothing about the action of Dec. 1
for which lie ‘recelved the Silver Star and
was recommended for the Medal of Honor.

He escaped .ixjury in that battle, which
occurred at the village of Phu Nuu II in the
Kim River Valley in the Central Highlands of
South Vietnam. :

His compzny was on a search and destroy
mission In which several Americans had been
killed or wounded.

S8gt. Kaneshiro, armed with grenades and
an M-16 rifie,’ entersd a Viet Cong trench
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